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Status 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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Application Papers 

9) Q The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
1 1/07/2005 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

Claims 5-7, 9-12, 14-21, 23-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being 
anticipated by Deas et al. (USPUB 2003/0043900). 

With regards to claim 5, Deas et al. (USPUB 2003/0043900) teaches a method of 
testing a driver comprising : 

driving a reference channel (page 5, paragraph 0064) with the driver, wherein the 
reference channel is specified as a worst-case channel that displays a maximum 
allowable loss versus frequency characteristic; (figure 2-3) and 

measuring at least one parameter at an output of the reference channel; (Figure 
1) (page 3, paragraph 0072) 
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comparing a measurement against a requirent to determine if the driver passes a 
test (page 3, paragraph 0042) 

With regards to claims 6, and 19 Deas et al. (USPUB 2003/0043900) teaches the 
method is performed by computer simulation. (Figure 4-7) 

With regards to claims 7, and 21 Deas et al. (USPUB 2003/0043900) teaches the 
reference channel is specified by s-parameters. (figure 3) 

With regards to claim 9 and 10, Deas et al. (USPUB 2003/0043900) teaches the 
reference channel is further specified by a maximum delay and a minimum delay, 
(figures 6-7) 

With regards to claims 11-12, 17-18, and 27 Deas et al. (USPUB 2003/0043900) 
teaches the characteristic eye pattern comprises an eye voltage or an eye time, (page 
3, paragraph 0045) 

With regards to claim 14, Deas et al. (USPUB 2003/0043900) teaches a method 
comprising 

coupling a device under test to a reference channel, wherein the reference 
channel is specified as a worst-case channel that displays a maximum allowable loss 
versus frequency characteristic; (figure 2-3) 

measuring at least one parameter at an output of the reference channel and 
(Figure 4-7) 

comparing a measurement against a requirment to determine if the driver passes 
a test (page 3, paragraph 0042) 
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With regards to claims'! 5, and 25, Deas et al. (USPUB 2003/0043900) teaches 
the device under test comprises a receiver, (see figure 1) 

With regards to claims 16, and 26, Deas et al. (USPUB 2003/0043900) teaches 
the device under test comprises a driver. (1, device A ;figure 1) 

With regards to claim 20, Deas et al. (USPUB 2003/0043900) teaches the 
reference channel is defined by a set of reference channel parameters. (Page 1 , 
paragraph 0011) 

With regards to claim 23, Deas et al. (USPUB 2003/0043900) teaches the set of 
reference channel parameters comprises a delay value, (figure 5) 

With regards to claim 24, Deas et al. (USPUB 2003/0043900) teaches an 
apparatus including a medium adapted to hold machine-accessible instructions that 
when accessed result in a machine performing: 

coupling a device under test to a reference channel(20;see figure 1), wherein the 
reference channel is specified as a worst-case channel that displays a maximum 
allowable loss versus frequency characteristic; (figure 2-3) 

measuring at least one parameter at an output of the reference channel (figure 5) 

and 

comparing a measurement against a requirment to determine if the driver passes 
a test (page 3, paragraph 0042) 

With regards to claim 28, Deas et al. (USPUB 2003/0043900) teaches electronic 
system comprising: 

a processor capable of simulating a circuit; (page 3, paragraph 0042)and 
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an SRAM storage medium accessible by the processor, the storage medium to 
hold instructions that when accessed result in the processor performing (page 3, 
paragraph 0042) 

coupling a device under test to a reference channel (20;see figure 1), wherein the 
reference channel is specified as a worst-case channel that displays a maximum 
allowable loss versus frequency characteristic; (figure 2-3) 

measuring at least one parameter at an output of the reference channel. (Figure 

5) and 

comparing a measurement against a requirment to determine if the driver passes 
a test (page 3, paragraph 0042) 

With regards to claim 29, Deas et al. (USPUB 2003/0043900) teaches the device 
under test comprises a receiver, (page 3, paragraph 0042) 

With regards to claim 30, Deas et al. (USPUB 2003/0043900) teaches the device 
under test comprises a driver, (page 1, paragraph 0013) 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/07/2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant is reminded that during patent examination, the pending claims must 
be "given the broadest reasonable interpretation consistent with the specification." 
Applicant always has the opportunity to amend the claims during prosecution, and 
broad interpretation by the examiner reduces the possibility that the claim, once issued, 
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will be interpreted. more broadly than is justified. In re Prater, 415 F.2d 1393, 1404-05, 
162 USPQ 541, 550-51 (CCPA 1969). 

While the meaning of claims of issued patents are interpreted in light of the 
specification, prosecution history, prior art and other claims, this is not the mode of 
claim interpretation to be applied during examination. During examination, the claims 
must be interpreted as broadly as their terms reasonably allowed. This means that the 
words of the claim must be given their plain meaning unless applicant has provided a 
clear definition in the specification. In re Zletz, 893 F.2d 319, 321, 13 USPQ2d 1320, 
1322 (Fed. Cir. 1989). 

In this instance applicant argues that the prior art of record does not teach a 
'known' reference channel. Referring to Deas et al. (USPUB 20030043900) Page 6, 
paragraph 0078, which states "the exact characteristics of the filter is generally 
unknown at the start of the calibration process". From this one could infer that an 
approximate value is known, further one could infer that somewhere after the start of the 
calibration process the characteristics are known.. Applicant does not specify at what 
point in the testing process the channel is known, if the exact characteristics are known. 
Applicant does not specify what is known about the reference channel therefore when 
taken in its broadest reasonable interpretation the claim reads on the prior art of record. 
Applicant goes on to argue that the channel is specified as a worst-case channel that 
displays a maximum allowable loss versus frequency characteristic. Figures 2-3 shows 
a display of the loss versus frequency characteristic. For the foregoing reasons the 
rejection is deemed proper. 
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Conclusion 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Abramovitch et al. (USPUB 2003/0063566) teaches identifying 
and synchronizing permuted channels in a parallel channel bit error rate tester. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Aditya S. Bhat whose telephone number is 571-272- 
2270. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Barlow can be reached on 571-272-2269. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Aditya Bhat 
January 23, 2006 




